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October 17, 2003 

Cammlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wushlngtan, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to  VOlCe my oppo9RlOn to any FCCmandated udoptlon of "broadmat flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cR12en. I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  tor Innnutbn, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon e? D N  

A robust. competnhe market for consumer electronlei must be rooud In mmuhcrunn '  abllrry m lnnmte tor  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto features of DW-receprlon equlpmcnt wlll enable the studlos m tell technologlsw 
what new producor they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeenrrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor tunctlonullty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would adually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not puy mare far devkes that llmn my rlghto at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgml televlrlon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerelv 

llza erblansky 
109 L u d l w  SI 
# I7  
New York, NY 10002 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commtssioner Ibthleen Q, Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Comrmssion 

\X'ashmgton, D.C. 20554 

D e x  ILthleen Abernathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposlbon to m y  FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &@ai 
telewc>on -45 a c o n s u ~ ~ r e r  and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a poLcywould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
,&its, and the ulnmite adophon of DTV 

A robust. compeahve market for consumer elecuomcs must be rooted m mmufacrurers' abhty to m o v a t e  for 
their customers. Allowng mone  stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception eqmpment MU enable the studor to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ll~is d result m products that don't necessdy  reflect 
whit conwmers like me icc~illy w m ~  m d  it could result m me b m g  chvged more money for mfenor 
fun caonal ty 

If the FCC I E S U C B  a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less hkcly to mnke M mvesbnent m DTV-capable 
receiveri md other equipment. I WU not pay more tor devlcer that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not rnmddte broadcast flag technology for &gxd telemsion. Thank you for ~ O U K  m e .  

Stncerely, 

Scott Eamhart 
290 SE 10th Cirde 
North Bend, WA4 98045 
USA 

445 12th street, NW 
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October 17 2003 

Cammiseioner Kathleen Q A b m t h y  
Federal Commumcnboni Commiaslon 
445 1 :th Sweet. NW 
W n s h g t o n .  D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y .  

I am mmq to voice my opposiuan to any FCC-rnandnted ndoption of "brondcmt ~LI@ tschology for d&d td&m ~l B c o m e r  
nnd ntyen. 1 feel mongly h 1  such n pohcy would be bsd fni innovntio~ c o m e r  nab. and the ulhnte  adofion of DTV 

4 robust. campetinve market for consumer elecwonics must be rooted in manufnctum' nbiliry to innovate for the+ cultomem f l o w i n g  
mmie studios to veto fenmes of DTV-reception equipment will a b l e  the mdios to tell technolo& what new producu they c m  
create 'ITUS vvill result in products that don't necessarily reflect what connunm like me nctually wmt, and it could r e d r  in me being 
charged more money for d e n o r  hctionalily 

If the FCC lssues B brondcwt flq mandate, I would actunlly be less likely to make M inveltment in DTV-cnpnble receiver, nnd other 
eqlupment 1 will not pay more far devices lhst limit my rights at the b e k r t  of Hdywmd PtPre do not m d t e  broadcut % 
technology for &@tal televinon lilnnk you far your time 

Sincerely, 

Steve PeUe'uer 
I23 1 Oaliiawn Rd 
Ucndta CA91006 
us 4 
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October I ~ 2003 

Commiaiioner Knthleen Q A b m t h y  
Federal Commwcahona Commiiaion 
445 12thStZ.eet NW 
U'ashmgion D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernnthy 

I am mhng to vmce my oppontion to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcm ila# technolow for @tal tdevidon ~l n c o m e r  
and ciozen. I feel shongly that such a poLcy would be bsd for IMoVnhnn, COILN~R &Us and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

.4 robust. compeuuve market for consumer elecuonics mum be rooted in manufacturen' aWty to innovate for their cwtomm Auoaring 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment aill a b l e  the irudioi to wll technolo& whalnrw product# they can 
create This will result in products rhat don't neccsndy reflect whnt cormmen like me nctuaUy w m ~  and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior hc t iona l ty  

If the FCC issues n broadcast flag mandate, 1 would a c d y  be lei@ likely to make M i n v e m m t  in DN-cnpble  r e c a v m  and other 
equipment I will not pay marc for devicei that !init my +U at the behen of Hollpocd Plem do not m d t e  brondcwt flag 
technalogv for d@td televiiion 7 h n k  you far your time 

slnccreiy 

OIeg wtute 
10i4 E E w I ~ A v ~  
Sunnpaie CA 94066 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcetlons Commlsslon 
445 121h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernethy. 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposIIlon to any Famanda ted  adoptlon of "broadnnflag" technology Tor dlglml televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innomtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettme market for consumer electronlcs mu* be rooted In mmnuhduren' ib l l t y  to lnnomte lor thelr 
customem Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos ta tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Th19 wlll result In products that don't necenarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could rewlt In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor funBlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aaually be less I l kdy  to make an Investment In DN-capable recehers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrntf my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor d lgh l  televlslon Thsnk you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

George Nemeyer 
4885 Bath u d  
Dayton, OH 45424 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cammunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngron, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to voice my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of"broadca~flag"teehnologytor d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?Or InncmNan, conrumer rbhn.  and the ultlmale 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robUSt, competRlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In minuhdurcn '  ablltQ M Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos YO veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll ensble the studloo to P I I  technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necsnarlly reflect whi t  consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Interlortunctlenalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghto at the beheot of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you tor your tlrne 

Slncerely, 

Tony Bslas 
1754 Well lngton 
Chlcago. IL 60657 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Cornmunicahons Commlsaon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhmgon D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen ..\bemathy, 

I am wnhng to riolce my opposibon to m y  FCC-mandated adophon of "brondcart flag" technology for &@tal 
telemsion As P consumer and cihnen, 1 feel strongly that such P pohcywould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
n&ts, and the dhmrte adophon of  DTV 

A robust. compehhve market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' atnhty to mova te  for 
their customers iylowng mome rtudos to veto festurer of DTV-recepbon e q u p m m t d  enable the S N d L 0 5  to 
tell technologst5 whit  near products they can create ?hi5 wll result m products that don't necesswdy reflect 
whit consumers !~ke me vctually want m d  it could result m me b m g  charged more money for d e n o r  
funchondhty. 

if the FCC I F I U ~ C  I broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less LkJy to m& an mveshnmt in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I w l l  not pay more for demces that h u t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not  mandate broidcast flag technology for & g d  telemrion. ?hank you for your tune. 

Sincerely. 

Michael Taydo t 
-0 Pacific Street r t Z l l  
Cxnbndge, .MA 02139 
us.4 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
federal Communlca~lons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernarhy. 

I am wrltlng to vok@ my oppoohlon ro any FCC-mandated adoptlon of '"broadcast nag" technology for d lgb l  televlolon As a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel srrongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovlt'mn, consumer rlghk, and the ultlmate 
edoptlon of O W  

A robus, cnmpethlve market for consumer electronles rnusl be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
Cu3tomer3 Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Prudlen (0 cell teehnolnglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producm thot don't necarrarlly reflea what conwmem llke me 
actually want, and B could result In me belng charged more money for InferlorfunctlonPlky 

If The FCC Issues a broadcost flag mandate. I would anually be less llkely to mmka an lnvedment In DTV-capable recelvero 
and other equlpment I wlll not pey more for devlces thot llmtf my rlghts at the behest d Hollyweed Please do not mandate 
broadcasl flag technology (or dlgml televlslon Thank you ror your t h e  

Slneerely, 

Dan Anghelescu 
966 East Rldgewood Blvd 
Township Of Washlngton, NJ 07676 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Lthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Comrnunicahonr Commirslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
\Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opponhon to any FCC-mnndatcd adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for d1gt.1 
televlrion -4s a consumer and cihzen, I tee1 strongiy that such a pol~cyvould be bid for Innovatton, consumer 
nghts. i n d  the ulhrnite adopbon of DTV 

A robust. compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m mmufacturerr' a w t y  to mnovate for 
t h e L C  customers. AUowng mome stud~os to veto features of D7V-recephon equlprnent wll enable the stud101 to 
tell technoiopts what new products they can create T h ~ s  wll result m products that don't necerrmly reflect 
whit consumers like me i c t u d y  w m ~  and I t  could result m me b a g  chuged more money for Infenor 
functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acrudly be less hkcly to makc nn mvcsmmt m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment I wll  not pay more for demcer that h t  my nghts at the behert of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast t l q  technolo&- for &@tal telenslon. Thnnk you for your m e .  

Sincerely. 

&chard C Harman 
5810 Prrtt Court 
Alexandna, VA 22310 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commiaaioner Kathleen Q Abemsthy 
Federal Cornrnunicsbone Comrniaamn 
4 4 5  I 2 l h  She& S W  
Washqton ,  D C 20554 

Deaf Kathleen Abema!hy, 

I am rmMg to Voice my opponuon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "hoedcast Qa@ technology for digital television AS a c o m e r  
and cibzen I feel strongly that such B policy would be bad for movauoh c o m m a  m u .  and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV 

4 robusr competitive market for consumer electronics m u t  be rooted in manufactwen' aWly to innovate for their cwtomen Wow& 
movie smdios to veto fearures of DTb'-reccption equipment d arsble the studios to tell technologirta whnt new producte they can 
create Tmm wili result in products rhst don't necesssrily reflect w h t  connumen like me actuaUy want and it could r e d  in me b+ 
c h q e d  more money for inferior funcuan$lty 

If the FCC issues B broadcast flag mandste. I would actuaUy be lei@ likely to make an invement in DTV-capable receivm m d  o h  
eqlupment I will nor pay more for devlces that Lmit my righu at the beheit of Hollpood Pleue do not mandate bondcart flq 
technoloey for digtal television ThanL you for your h e  

Sincerely 

Do~+!ai H a m e  
1517 Stardust Wey 
Medfnrd OR 97504 

US.4 
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ComrnIEsioner ICathleen Q. Abemathv 
Federal Comrnunicabons Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
\Y'arhqton. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnbng to voxe my opporthon to any FCC-mandated adopbon of "broadcast flag" technology for d~gtal 
telemrion .4s a consumer and obzen, I feel rtrondy that such a poLcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
rights. and the ulbmate adophon of DTV 

A robust, compebuue market for consumer electxorucs must be rootedm manufacturers' aMg to innovate for 
their customers Allowmgrnovle studas to veto features of DTV-reccpbon eqLupmentd1 enable the studor to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T h ~ r  wdl result rn products that don't necessmly reflect 
what c o n j u m e ~  Lke me actudly want, and i t  could result rn me bemg charged more money for rnfenor 
funcbondlty 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leis Lkely to make M mvegbnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for denccs that l m t  my nghtg at the bchegt of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcnrt flag technology for detal televmon. ?hank you for your b e .  

Smcecely. 

Bnan Foster 
56 E. Man St f i9 
Mernrnac. M.4 01860 
LEA 

.* a; 
t 
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October 17, 2003 

Commirironer Kathleen Q. Abemnthy 
Federal Cornmunicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, YW 
Wsrhington. D C. 20554 

Dear [Carhieen Aberndthy, 

I dm wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
telemrion As 1 consurnei and cibzen, I feel strongly that such a policymould be bad for movabon, consumer 
rights. ind the ulhmate idophon of DTV. 

K robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a M t y  to innovate for 
thelr customers Allowng mome r tuhos to veto features of DTV-recephon equlpmrnt d enable the studos to 
tell technologstr what new products they cm create. Thrs d result m products thnt don't necessanly reflect 
what conrumets like me ictually wan\ and I t  could result in me bang chuged more money for mfenor 
funchonali?. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag rnmdate, I would achldy be less h!dy to make m mves'unmt m DTV-cnpablc 
receivers and other equipment I wll not  pay more for dences that 1-t my n&ts at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for hgd telension. ?hank you for your m e .  

Sinceiely, 

James 
903 Kmgs Post Rd 
Rockledge, FL 32955 
L'SA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen d Abernathy 
Federal Cornm~nlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposlllon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot '"broadmst tlag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Inncmtbn, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmatc 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robu~t.  competltlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhdurers abllky to InnoMtc tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto tearures of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to Well technologists 
What new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necernirlly retlect what consumers Ilk me 
aaually want and h could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to maka an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmll my rlgha at the behest of Hollywood Please do nor mandate 
broadcast tlag technology for dlgnal televlslon Thank you tar your tlme 

Slncerely 

Jeffrey Parker 
17117 Gulf Blvd it245 
Nodh Redlngton Beach, FL 33708 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tornmissloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

i am writing to volce my oppO9Rlon to any FCCrnandated adoption of "b roadan flag" technology b r  dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust, comperRhe market for consumer electronlcs muft be rooted In minuhcturen' abilRy to Innovate Tor thelr 
customers Allowing mavie studlo9 to v m  Tentures 07 DN-receptlon equlpment wlll ennble the ftudlos to tell technologlotO 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In prOdUct0 that don't necenmrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want and t could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlontNly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcint flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely (0 make nn Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment i will not pay more for devlces that iimlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollyweed Please do not mandate 
broadcast ring technology for dlgml televl3lon Think you for your tlmc 

Sincerely, 

Brlan Gllnrep 
129N Bornpart 
Webster Groves, MO 631 19 
USA 
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Octuber 1 7 .  2003 

Cornmissinner Kathleen C! Abernathy 
Fedsra 1 Conmunica  t ions C o n m i s s ~ o n  
4 4 5  12th Street. HW 
Washington I) C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I ani writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 

~ 

strongly that such a poiicy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment sill enahle the studios to tell 
t.rchnulugists w h a t  new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't neces3arily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

51 r 1 c r r e l  y 

Christopher Laidlaw 
31 McAlister Drive 
New Orleans LA T U 1 1 8  
USA 
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October 1 7 .  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cunmunicat iuns Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear kathleen Ahernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technolugirts w h a t  new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
mahe an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S 1 rlcerel y 

L e x  Mierop 
653 Camino Del Mar 
Hewbury Park CA 9 1 3 2 0  
USA 

4 

""at 
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October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen U Abernathy 
Federal Cummunicat inns Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen kbernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto teatures of DTV-reception equlpnent will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I wlll not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Justin Nye 
1941 North 400 West 
Sunset UT 84015 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street. YW 
K'ashington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my oppormon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld' technology for d~@ 
telemrion A s  a consumer and clhzen, I feel strongiy that such a policywould be bad for ylllovahon, consumer 
nghts. and the ulhmdte ddopbon of  DTl7. 

A robust, cornpehave market for consumer elecrromcs must be rootedm rnmufacmrers' abrLty to innovate for 
thelr customers. L4110wng mone studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d l  enable the rtudms to 
tell technologsts what n e w  products they can create. -5 wll result m products that don't necesrdy  reflect 
whdt consumers hke me actudy want, and it could result m me b a g  charged more money for mfenor 
fuunchondrty 

If the FCC issues a broadcast f l lg  mandate, I would ictudly be le55 hLely to m& M mvcshnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment I w I I  no t  pay more for dcplces that l m t  my nghts at the bchcst of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology tor dg~d television. ?hank you for your h e .  

Smcerelv. 

Mchael Baxter 
52 Lahvette .que. 
Coxsache, NY 12051 
USA 
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October 17.2003 

Carnmisiianer Kathleen Q Abernsthy 
Federal Commurucatlom Cmnmanan 
445 LZth  sweet^ NW 
Warhqton. D C 20554 

Dear Knrhleen A b m t h y ,  

1 m unM$ to voice my opponhon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart 
and cihlen, 1 feel ~rmngly that auch a policy would be bsd for innovatio~ conowner +tl. and the ultimate ndoption of DTV 

A robust. competitlve market for consumer elecaonics mun be rooted in manufncnwn' ntiliy to h o v n t c  for their Cunomen d o w i n g  
movie etudios to veto fesrures of DTV-recephn equipment 4l ennhle the sludio~ to tell teclmologbt8 what new poductn they can 
create lhis will result in producra the1 don't neceomdy reflect what c o m m  Wv me a d y  wanL and it could r e d  h me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If  the FCC issues a braadcast flag mandate, I would a c d y  be less Wvly to make an invemmt  
equipment I d not pay more for devices fhat limit my &u nt the behest of Hollywood Plenuc do not mandate brondcwi &a& 
technology for &&I television l l ~ a n L  you for your h e  

Sincerely 

Rodney Mach 
9605 Harbour Cove 
Ypadanh MI 48197 
USA 

tcehnoloay fcu djeital teleVirion A# a conrumer 

DTV-capable rcceivm and 0 t h ~  
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October 17; 2003 

Commiaaioner Ksthleen Q Abemsthy 
Federal Cammwcations Cornmiamon 
4 4 5  12th slree1, N W  
Waahgton. D C 20554 

Dear Knthleen Abemathy 

I am WnMg to volce my opponhon to m y  FCC-mandated adoption af"broadcW rln# technology for 
and nblen 1 feel saongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatioh C ~ R  right#. and the ultimate adopbm of DTV 

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronic8 mun be rooted in menufacrurm' atdily IO innoMtc for their cutomem AUo- 
mowe smd~os to vel0 features of  DTV-rece$mon equipment dl a b l e  +.he m&as to tell techolo&u what new produrn +.hey C M  

create This vill result in products that don't neceisslily reflect what c~mumero like me s d y  w n n ~  and it could remlt in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior f u n c t i o d y  

If the FCC issues D broadcsst 
equipment I wdl not pay more for devices that limit my r;ehts nt the beheot of Hollpood PkMC do not r n d t e  koadcwt flag 

tslewnm Ae a C O W R  

mandate, I would a c m y  be lees likely to mnkc M invemnent in DN-cnpable recuven end 0th~ 

technologv for digital television lhank you for your h e  

Smccre!y 

Shawn Schafer 
1034 NE Mulmomnh Dr 
F m e w ,  OR 97014 
US.4 
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October 1 7 ~  2003 

Commnmner Kathleen Q Abmsthy 
Federal Commurucaimna Commmdan 
445 12th smet. NW 
Waahgton,  D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen &bemathy, 

I m mbng to V o x e  my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptton of "broadcut tlq? tcchdogy for &tal televikon AB B c o m a  
and ciazen. I feel strongly that uuch n policy would he had for innovatior, C O I U U ~ ~ ~  r;shu. and the ultimate adopaon of DTV 

4 robust competitive market for COnUUmR electronics m u t  be rooted m mnnufactumr' aWv to innovate for rheir NlfOmen &wing 
movie ntudios fa veto features of D1V-reception equpment will enable the mdior to tell t e h o l o g j m  what new producm hey can 
create f i u  will result in product8 that don't neceiiarily reflect w h t  c o m e n  like me n c d y  wanr, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for infRlor h c t i d t y  

If the FCC issues a broadcait t lq  mandnte, I would actually be lele likely to make M kvuhnent h DTV-cqdle  r r c d v m  =and o t h u  
equipment I will not pay more for devices thnt h i t  my nghb nt the behrm of Hdywood P h e  do not mnndPtr brondcprt @q 
technolow far d&d televinan lhmk you for your time 

Sincerely 

K Bhan 
808 Brnmblewaod Dr 
Dauglasdle. PA 19518 
USA 
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October 17, 2DD3 

tommlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal tommunlcarlons Commlsrlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtnn, 0 C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abetnathy 

i am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that w c h  a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmab 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnke murker for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mmuhcturers' iblltty to Innovate rorthelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos ro veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment WII enable the studbs to tell technologlsP) 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nrceosmrlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata, I would actually be less llkely to make an lnwstment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces thnt llmlt my rlghts 0t the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televkon Thank you for your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Mlchael Bakter 
21 Dayron 5f 
Apt 3 
Worcester, MA 01609 
USA 
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Cornmlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 127h Street. NW 
Washlngron. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandeted adoptlon of "broada¶tflag" technology lor d l g k l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cmen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, Consumer rlghn, and the ul?lmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, comperHlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In m i n u h b u r e n '  iblllty Io Innovate Tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos Io tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't necesnrlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlonallry 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcen that llmh my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast riag technology for d lgb l  tetevlslon Think you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

David H U M  
130 S Canal St 
Chlcago, IL 60606 
USA 
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October I 7 ~  2003 

Cammlaiioncr KaWecn Q Abcmathy 
Federal Communicaboni Cornmiision 
4 4 s  12th Shect~ TW 
Wasiunglan. D C 20554 

D e u  Kathleen Abcmathy, 

I am mung to Voice my oppomhon to nny PCC-mandated sdoptim of "kosdcnn Qn.# techdow fa dt@ trlvi.imr A# P C a r i m m f f  

and cimrn. 1 feel s w o d y  that such a policy would be bnd for innevatioq c o m e r  r;shu. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

4 robust campehbwe market for consumff elecwonics must be rooted in mnnufacturar' aWty to innovate for their cwtomeri AUo* 
movie stud108 to veto features of DP-reception equipment will a b l e  the studios to tell technolo& what new producu they cnn 
create l X s  will result in products thet don't neceaiarily reflect whnt c o m m  like me n d y  wnnt and it could r e d t  in me bebq 
charged more money for infnior functionality 

If the FCC ksuen n broadcast flsg mandnte. I would actually be leis likely to mnke M invenbnent in DTV-capable receivers md 0th~ 
equipment I mll not pay more for device@ thst limit my +u at the behea of Hdywcmd Fleaae do not m d t e  kondcplt 
1echno lo~  for digitd television IhanL. you for your time 

Smcerely 

Dean Jansen 
146 Pearl St 
S n m e d e  MA 02145 

USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 1Rh Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernethy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to m y  FCGmandPted adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology k r  d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmilon, confumer rlghm and the ulrlmtte 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust. cornpetntve market tor consumer elenronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' rblllry 10 Innovate IOrthelr 
customers Allowlng movle srudlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpmcnt wlll enable the studlos to (ell tethnologbts 
what new producn they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necossarlly Mlect what consurnen llke me 
anually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functhnallry 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely b make an Investment In DTV-capable receken 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlceo that llmh my rlghn at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgml telev~slon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

DEvld Smalllng 
15863W 158th St 
Olathe, KS 68062 
USA 


